IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F033919 People v. Robles
The judgment is affirmed with modifications.

By the Court.
[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F034052 Citizens for Historical Preservation of Downtown Merced v. Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Merced; Mainplace Merced et al.
The opinion in the above entitled matter having been vacated
September 13, 2000, and further briefing having been filed, the matter
stands submitted.
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IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

F034052 Citizens for Historical Preservation of Downtown Merced v. Redevelopment
Agency of the City of Merced; Mainplace Merced et al.
The appeal isdismissed. Costs are awarded to respondents. Levy,
J.

| concur: Ardaiz, P.J.

[See Concurring Opinion by Buckley, J]

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F033880 People v. Siebels

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F034227 People v. Tapia

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F033453 People v. Cruzan

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F033525 People v. Ramirez

The judgment is reversed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
F034205 In re Raymond M., a Minor

The orders of the juvenile court are affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

F033758 People v. Melendez
The judgment is affirmed.
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IN THE
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IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Burgos

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Leal

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Vanworth

The direct restitution order is reduced by $700. Appellant is

therefore ordered to pay $4,775 in direct restitution. In al other
respects the judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]
People v. Vasquez

The judgment is affirmed.

By the Court.

[NOT TO BE PUBLISHED IN OFFICIAL REPORTS]

Marino et al. v. Hamilton et al.

Appellants Terry Hamilton, Sharon Hamilton, Richard Hamilton,
Mary Hamilton, Chem-Away, Inc., Enviro-Safe, Inc. and Richard
Hamilton Trucking having failed to perform the acts necessary to

procure the record after the clerk of the trial court issued notice

pursuant to the provisions of rule 10(c), California Rules of Court, IT
ISHEREBY ORDERED that the appeal in the above-entitled action is
dismissed as to appellants Terry Hamilton, Sharon Hamilton, Richard
Hamilton, Mary Hamilton, Chem-Away, Inc. Enviro-Safe, Inc. and

Richard Hamilton Trucking only.

Thursday, October 5, 2000

Page 3 of 3



IN THE

Court of Appeal of the State of California

IN AND FOR THE

Fifth Appellate District

Thursday, October 5, 2000 Page 4 of 4



